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HOUSE I, SELECT COMl-IITTEE' ON ASSASSINATIONS 
U. S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES (HSCA) 

i 
I 
i 

This responds in full to a December 18, 
1978, letter to the Attorney General signed by G. Robert 
Blakey, Chief Counsel and Director, HSCA, which asked 
that the FBI d¢lassify, in toto, a Seccet, September 14, 
1978, response made to 16 interrogatories pertaining tG 
Yuri. Ivanovich Nosenkb which were propounded by the 
Committee in its letter of September 5, 1978. 

. ' . 

Debl~ssification of the September 14, 1978, 
response requiried coordination with the Office of Legis­
lative Counsel~ CIA, which interposed no objection to 
declassifying 2ertain portions of that response. 

I 
The Co~~ittee's attention is invited to the 

fact that CIA did suggest, with regard to the response 
to interrogatory number "8", that the FBI "••• may wish 
to correct the dates on which the FBI did not have direct 
access to Mr. Nosenko, to read 3'April 1964 until a December 
1968. 11 

For the convenience of the Committee, the 
following declassified, verbatim reiteration of the 
September 14, 1978, response is provided. 
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House Select Co!fmittee on Assassinations 
u. s. House of f~epresentatives (HSC.>\) 

. ,14 

. ThiJ responds in full to tho foll01•ing enumerated 
interrogatories lsubmi tted for considel.·ation ln a lettc:n·, 
dated September js, 1!>78, to the Attorney General ~Lnd signcu 
by G. Uobert Blakey, Chief Counsel and Director, HSCA. 

"1. On what dates snd for ho·.v long was NoseP-'<o 
questioned by the PBI about Lee Harvey Oswa.ld­
f'rom 1964 ~to pr'.$ent'l" 

The files of the FBI indicate that Yurl Ivanovlch 
Noscnko was interviewed regarding Oswald and/or the assassi­
nation of Pre~ident John F. Kennedy on February 26 and 27, 
1964, and on Marc~ 3,:4 and 6, 1964. The FDI files. do not 
record the specif;Lc duration in l'ihole or in part as to 
topical discus~io~s, of those five interviews; however, 
summary communications indicate the February 27, 1964 inter· 
viel·l \~as conductetl on the aftc:n\oon oi that date nnd the 
March 4, 1964 discussion of Os\·::tld occurred at tho outset 
of an afternoon interview on that date. · 

"2. When Nosenlco was questioned by the FBI about 
Lee Hnrvey Os\1ald, \vho did the questioning?" 

'fhe PDl intervie\'IFS of Nosenko, during which he mts 
questioned about 'Os\~Yald ancl/or tho assassination of President 
Kennedy, \-lere conducted by Special Agents (SAs) Alekso 
Poptanich, Maurice A. Taylor and Donald B. Walter on 
February 26 and '1~7, HJ64; by SAs Poptani ch and W. Marvin 
Gheesling on Marcth 3 and 4, 1~64; and by SAs Poptanich, 
Taylor and l'lalte1 on March 6,. 1964. 

·~ 

.1.1 
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House Solect C ittoe on Assassihations 
u. ::;. House of R .resentatives (HSC.t'\) 

I 
I . . 

"3. What background, if (my, did the interro­
gator have in interrogations? What knowledge 
did the interrogator have with respect to Oswald's 
bac!<ground?" 

There a~e no ~etrievable FBI statistics upon w~ich 
to base a quantif 1ication of tho interrogatory experiences of 
the SA personnel ~tho intervi owed Nosenko on tha five pertinent 
occasions. Suffice it to say~ the techniques of coopet·at.i. ve 
and hostile inte~rogations are inte·gral aspects of tl1e t.raining 
and almost daily jduties of SA personnel.- In that regat·d~ it 
is noted that durji.ng the February and Harclt, 1964 interviews 
SA Poptanich bad !almost 13 years of SA experi~nce; SA ·raylor 
had over 31 years of SA experience; SA Walter had completed 
almost 17 years of SA experience; and SA Gheesling had over 
13 yeat·s of SA experience. Further, their respective personnel 
files disclose the following: 

SA Poptanich was then fluent in the Russian language 
(N,osenko's native tongue). 'l'he Annual Repo1:t of Performance 
Rating, dated 1t-1ar.ch 31, 1962, noted that SA Poptani ch, during 
the previous twelve months, had participated in the interro­
gation of a Soviet defector and his knol'lle.:lge of t!!e Russ5.an 
language and mores of the Russian people proved most helpful 
relative thereto• .. 

. SA TayLor, on September 11~ 1962, received an incen-
tive award in rer.::ogni tion of the suporior fashion his responsi­
bilities were di3charged over an extended period of time. The 
Special Agent in· Charge (SAC) of the Washington Field Office~ 
in submitting a !recommendation for the incentive auard, 
commented that SA Taylor had d.omonstratecl exceptional ability 
in the interrog~tion and debriefing of three Soviet defectors, 
all of l-lllom were. in tell igcnce officers. SA Taylor • s Perfor­
mance Rating fo~ the period April 1, 1963--J.fa:rch 31, 1~64, 
noted lle 1.;as recognized as the finest interrogator on the 
Soviet cspionage1 squad in tho l'lashington Field Office, \-:hich 
accounted fot' h~s assignments to inte·rvie\'1 Soviet defectors .. 

I 
I 
I 
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House Select ittee on Assassinations 
u .. s. House o Representatives (HSCA) 

I 

SA Wal 
commendation, da 
for his superior 
complicated, fas 
Previously (on N 
salary incrcaso 
case, successful 
investigation .. 

r was the recipient of a personal letter of 
d October 3, 1963, from the Director, FBI, 
ork in the handling of a very sensitive, 

oving, &nd highly publicized esplonuge c~so. 
en1be1· 7, 1954), he had received. c:::. me·ri to:rius 
r his outstanding work on another espionage 

interrogation being the key aspect of that 

SA Gheesling,. at· the time of the pertinent Nosenko 
interviews, sorved as a Supervisor at FBI Headquarters and 
had considerable experience in ~Jspion.!lge, intelligence and 
counterintelligon.ce investigations~ SA Ghoesllng supervised 
the field investi'gation of Oswald (from the latter• s return to 
the United States on June 13, 1962 until September, 1962, and 
from November 22, 1963 through mid-1964}. He \'taS assigned 
exclusively to supervisory responsibilities relative to the 
assassination of ·fresident Kennedy. . 

l'lhilc tlhe specific knowledge of os~-:ald' s backg!'ound, 
possessed by the::."e SAs at the time of the Nosenko intervi e't.;s, 
can be ans\fered only by the SAs themselves,. SA Gheesling' s 
prior .assigmaent 1to supervision o£ the Osw::ald invcstigatio~l. 
would tend to indicate that he, at 1 ens t, \tas quite knowledge­
able of data con~ained in FBI files concerning Ostia.ld. 

114. On tne elates that Nosenko WE'...S question~ed about 
Oswnld, c;toes there now e:d.st or dld there ever exist: 

a. a of the questions asked and .Noser.ko's 

i 

pt of the questions asked and 
ru'ISWCt'Si 
y c>f 1:hequestions asked end. 

en.lco's ens,_:1ers?" 

As not~d in FBI memorandum· clated June 19, 1978,· 
captioneu as abo~e., and which was prepared in response to HSCA 
,letter, dated Jtu1e 13, 1978, to the Attorney General, FBI 
records searches have not located any extant tape recordings 

t 
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House Select Co&:~mi":tee on AssttGsination& 
u. S, !louse of Raprseutatives (t!SCA) 

01 verbatim transctipts of FDI :inte1·vieHs \v.i th N.oscn1-:o th~tt 
concerned Oswald abd/or the assassination o£ Preslde11t Kennedy. 
A docu:nent has been located '!.ih!.ch indicates thc.t FBI pe:r.sonncl 
dl d record the Februa .. ·y 26 nnd 27, 196c~, in tervi et-;s o£ Noscr.ko,. 
among others. Since no recordings or tr:.tnscripts have been 
located, it can be. assumed that the l"t.)Co~·dings \·:e't"~ used by 
the interviewing SAs to check t~e accuracy of their notes 
prior to clictatingj tlle results of the intel·vic:n'IS. It is 
further assumed that~ upon verifying the accuracy of summary 
reportings of the ~nterviEn.,.s, the recordings uere disposed of 
since they had serVod the purpose for which they were made, 
although no recordt of such disposition can be found. Summary 
l'epo1·tings of the j:ivc pertinent intervieHs are extant, and 
were delivered to fhe HSCA on March 21, 1973. 

115. What criteria, if· a.ny, was used to determine: 
a. \·-·hat subjects to question Nose.nko a.boitt; 
b. how much time to devote to each subject?" 

FBI file~ do not contain a s~ecific enumeration of 
criteria used to dcte·rmine the particular subjects Nosenko 
was to be questioned about nor the amount of time to be devoted 
to each subject' in! the questioning. 

I 
"6. What ticttnca- with respect to poss!ble 
fo1•eign in in the assassination as ~·:ell 
as to the i .f::ue of Ncsenko's bonatides (sic)-did 
the FBI A during the years 198·1--1968 to Nosenko's 
stat em en about Oswald?"· 

I . 
The FBI; during the years 1964-1968, considered 

Nosenko' s stateme~ts about OS\Il'ald to be very significant elements 
of his inl tial reportings, the vcn·aci ty of l'lhich had to be 
assessed in relat~on to the totality of information ftirnished 
by him. The FBI perceived Nosenko 1 s statements about Oswald, 
depending upon a subsequent, definitive n~solution of Noscako's 
bona fides, to be the most authoritative informati~n available 
indicative of a lack of Sov:iet governmental involvement in the 
assassination of lresident Kennedy. 

- 5 -
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I!ou:::;e Select Conunitte~ on 1\ssn.sr;inatJ.onf;: 
u. S. House of ne'Presentativos {HSCA) ·•. 

"7. Wha.t s!gnifica.nce- with r~--pect to posl:iible 
fol'r3ign inv.~lvem~nt in the r.ssassination as well es 
to the fssutof No:senko's bonnfides (flia)-docs 
the FBI at ah today to Nosenko's statement:; about 
Oswald'?" .. .. 
. The FBI aoes not pe~ceive any significant evidence of 

fox·eign involvemenlt in the assassination of P:rGsident Kt:mnec1y, 
nor does the FJH perceive any credible evidence that Nosenko' s 
defection 1-ras a So~Jiet ploy to mask Soviet governmental 
involvement in the1 assassination. Therefore, the FBI is 
satisfied that Nos~nko reported the facts about Oswald as he 
knel'l them. 1 

na. If the Jns\'ler to que.stion 0 is different froln 
the respo~e to question 7, when c1id the change 
occur and ~ihy?" 

I 

The FBI hnd no direct nccoss to Nosenko from 
April .3, 3.964 untill. April :S) 1969, anc.l therefore •·ms not in 
a position to make

1

an objective assessment of his bona fides 
nor of the veracity of information furnished by him. Thus, 
information pro~ided by him, in early 1964, was accepted at 
faco value and qualified in terms of the source and the 
conditions under w~ich it was received. On October 1, 1968, 
the FBI advised th~ Central Intelligence Agency (C!A) that, 
ba~ed upon a revie~ of material provided by CIA, the FBI 
found no substantial basis to conclude that Nosonko was not 
a bona fide defocto1·; holY'ever, the FBI did not reach nny 
overall, definitiv~ conclusions regarding his bona fides 
because of a lack bf access to Nosenko and all collateral 
information pertin~nt to such an assessment. Effective 

.May 11, 1977, the CIA and FBI concurred that Nosenko was a 
bona fide defector~ based upon an assessment of the 
totulity of info:rm~tioil .furnished by him. · 

"O. What was the FBI's position from 1064 to 
1968 on the ·question of v1hether Nosemko is 
bonafide (slc)'!" 

·~ - 6 -
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House Select Co:r.-.m!ttee on .k.ssnssinr~.tionu 
u. s. House of. Ra)?resentatives (HSCA) 

'fhe FBI~ from 1964 to 1968, ch~P:acteri'zed Nosenko 
as a Soviet defector whose bona fides had not been est.abllshed. 

"10. What is the FBI's position today on th~ · 
question f .~·;het~e,· Nose;ll<o is bonef'lde (sic)'?" 

The F:S 
Soviet Committee 
furnished reliab 
Noscnko to be a 

currently characterizes Nosenko as a forme1.· 
for State Security (KGB) officer '!·rho has 
e information in the past, and consid~rs 
ona fide Soviet defector. 
l . 

11ll. U the &nswer to question 0 is different from 
the response to questiori 10, when did the chnnge 
occur and lN hy?" 

I 
The an9wer to question 8 is considered responsive 

to question 11 •. 

''12. What \'·iSS the FBI's position from 1964 to 
1960 on '\'vhether Nosenko wrui te:lling the truth in 
the statements he made to L"te FBI about Qs..,val<.i'?" 

i . 
I 
I 

The FD~ did not take a position, from 1964 to 1963~ 
on t,;hether Nosen ;:o was telling the truth in the statements 
he made to the F I about Oslmld. The statements \o~ere accepted 
at face value and qualified in terms of the source and the 
conditions under which they were r~ceived. 

"13. What is the FBI's position today as to 
whether~Nosenko ,.,.as telling the truth in the 
statements he mnde to the FBI about Oswald?11 

1'hc FB~I is satisfied that Noscn1'o truthfully 
reported the facts· about Os~iald as he lmc:n,.r them. 

'· 

''14. If t}le ailS\·Ier to question 12 is c.!iffet'Emt 
from thp response to question 13, when <;id the 
change recur tmd why?" 

' l 
i 
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House Select Cor~;·d ttee on A:Jsasr;inat ion a 
U. s. Ilous·~ of ~·eprcsent.;atives (HSCA) 

·As i.nclicatod in the responses. to questions 7 and S, 
the FBI~ as of October 1, 1968, found no substnnttnl basis to 
conclude Nosenko ~.,ras not a bonu fide defector; as of Hay 11, 
1977, accepted a~ CIA assessment that Nosenl~o t·ms a. bona fide 
delector; and has not parceivod any slgniflcunt evidence, 
from lU64 to date, that Nosonko reportod other tha11 tho facts 
about Oswald as he knew them. 

''15. Dld;either the PBJ or the CIA have prlmary 
!nvestigating Nosenl<o's state­

aid? If neither had primary 
responsibility, was thet·e any division or 
responsibility?" 

. The FBI had primary responsibility ~or investigiting 
Nosenko' s statements about OS\'iald that pertained to his 
(Os\<Tcll d's) activities in the United States, including the 
assassination of President Kennedy. The CIA had primary 
responsibili.ty for investigating Nosenko' s statements obout 
Oswald's activities abroad. 

I 

"16. What commtmication, if any, existed between 
the FBI and CIA with respect to evsluating and/or· 
investigating Nosenko's statements ~\bout Oswrud?" 

The FBl forl'larded a letter, dated March 6, 1964, 
from . the Director, FBI, to the Directo1·, CIA, enclosing 
memor-anda dated :~ebruary 28, 1964,-and March 4, 196t~, cap­
tioned "Lee Hal"VIlY. OsNald," tihich summarized the results of 
FBI interviews of Nosenko regarding Oswald on February 26 
and 27, 1964, and March 3 and 4, 1964. The results of a CIA 
interview of Nosenko on January 23, 1964, regaTding Oswald 
were furnished to the FBI in a letter from the CIA dated 
April. 28, 1964. , These particular pieces of correspon.denco, 
while not setting forth any specific requests or investiga­
tive leads, were furnished for purposes of evaluation. 

Where information is not provided, it is either 
not retrievable from FBI Headquarters files or is not being 
furnished pursuaht to the Memorandum of Underr.tanding. 
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